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This opinion is subject to further
editing and nodification. The final
version wll appear in the bound
vol ume of the official reports.
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ATTORNEY disciplinary proceeding. Attorney's |icense

suspended.

11 PER CURI AM The Ofice of Lawer Regulation (OLR)
has filed a conplaint seeking discipline identical to that
inmposed in Illinois, where Attorney Sandra Coplien was suspended
for six nonths for professional m sconduct. Attorney John R
Decker was appointed referee. After a default hearing, Referee
Decker concluded Attorney Coplien is subject to reciprocal

di scipline in Wsconsin. Ref eree Decker recomrended Attorney
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Coplien be suspended for a period of six nonths and that she pay
the costs of this proceeding.

12 Because no appeal has been filed, we review the
referee's report pursuant to SCR 22.17(2).! Upon our independent
review of the record, we approve and adopt the referee's
findings and conclusions. W determne that by virtue of having
been suspended in Illinois for violation of the Illinois Rules
of Pr of essi onal Conduct , Attorney Coplien is subject to

reci procal discipline pursuant to SCR 22.22.2 Attorney Coplien's

1 SCR 22.17(2) provides:

If no appeal is filed tinely, the suprene court
shall review the referee's report; adopt, reject or
nodify the referee's findings and conclusions or
remand the wmatter to the referee for additional
fi ndi ngs; and determine and inpose appropriate
di sci pli ne. The court, on its own notion, nmay order
the parties to file briefs in the matter.

2 SCR 22.22 states: Reciprocal discipline.

(1) An attorney on whom public discipline for
m sconduct or a license suspension for nedical
i ncapacity has been inposed by another jurisdiction
shall pronptly notify the director of the matter.
Failure to furnish the notice within 20 days of the
effective date of the order or judgnent of the other
jurisdiction constitutes m sconduct.

(2) Upon the receipt of a certified copy of a
judgment or order of another jurisdiction inposing
di scipline for msconduct or a license suspension for
medi cal incapacity of an attorney admtted to the
practice of law or engaged in the practice of law in
this state, the director may file a conplaint in the
suprene court containing all of the foll ow ng:

(a) A certified copy of the judgnent or order
fromthe other jurisdiction.
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(b) A notion requesting an order directing the
attorney to informthe suprene court in witing within
20 days of any claimof the attorney predicated on the
grounds set forth in sub. (3) that the inposition of
the identical discipline or license suspension by the
suprene court would be unwarranted and the factua
basis for the claim

(3) The suprene court shall inpose the identica
di scipline or license suspension unless one or nore of
the following is present:

(a) The procedure in the other jurisdiction was
so lacking in notice or opportunity to be heard as to
constitute a deprivation of due process.

(b) There was such an infirmty of pr oof
establishing the m sconduct or nedical incapacity that
the suprenme court <could not accept as final the
conclusion in respect to the msconduct or nedical
i ncapaci ty.

(c) The m sconduct justifies substantially
different discipline in this state.

(4) Except as provided in sub. (3), a final
adjudication in another jurisdiction that an attorney
has engaged in msconduct or has a nedical incapacity
shal | be conclusive evidence of the attorney's
m sconduct or nedical incapacity for purposes of a
proceedi ng under this rule.

(5) The suprene court may refer a conplaint filed
under sub. (2) to a referee for a hearing and a report

and recomendation pursuant to SCR 22.16. At the
hearing, the burden is on the party seeking the
i mposition  of di scipline or license suspension
different from that inposed in the other jurisdiction
to denonstrate that the inposition of identica
discipline or license suspension by the suprene court

i's unwarrant ed.

(6) If the discipline or [I|icense suspension
i mposed in the other jurisdiction has been stayed, any
reci procal discipline or |license suspension inposed by
the suprene court shall be held in abeyance until the
stay expires.
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license to practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period
of six nonths and she is directed to pay the costs of this
pr oceedi ng.

13 Attorney Sandra K Coplien was admtted to practice
law in Wsconsin on Septenber 1, 1983. She was admtted to
practice law in Illinois on Novenber 1, 1982. Ef fective
Cct ober 31, 2001, Attorney Coplien's Wsconsin law |icense was
suspended for failure to pay dues. Her Wsconsin law |icense
remai ns suspended.

14 On April 10, 2009, the OLR filed a conplaint alleging
that Attorney Coplien commtted two counts of professional
m sconduct and asking this court to suspend Attorney Coplien's
W sconsin law license for six nonths as discipline reciprocal to
that inposed upon Attorney Coplien in Illinois. Fol |l owi ng the
appoi ntment of Referee Decker, the OLR filed a notice of notion
and notion for default judgnent. On Decenber 10, 2009, the
referee scheduled a Decenber 18, 2009, hearing on the OLR s
nmotion, noting that failure to appear could result in a default
j udgnent .

15 On April 15, 2010, the referee filed his report and
recommendat i on. The referee stated that Attorney Coplien had
been served with the conplaint and notion and failed to appear
or contest the proceedings. The referee incorporated into his
findings the allegations of the OLR conpl aint.

16 The m sconduct upon which Attorney Coplien's Illinois
suspensi on was based consisted of two counts of m sconduct. I n
the first matter, Attorney Coplien's client's ex-spouse filed

4
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three separate petitions against Attorney Coplien's client
regarding change of visitation and child support. Att or ney
Coplien failed to inform her client of these various filings,
failed to respond to these petitions, and m ssed schedul ed court
dates. Attorney Coplien failed to respond to her <client's
nunmerous attenpts to contact Attorney Coplien by tel ephone. See

In re Sandra Kay Coplien, |IL Supreme Court No. M 22301,

Comm ssi on No. 07CH45.

17 In addition, Attorney Coplien failed to cooperate with
the Illinois Attorney Registration and D sciplinary Conmm ssion
(" ARDC") . ARDC found Attorney Coplien to be uncooperative and
nonr esponsi ve.

18 Attorney Coplien's msconduct violated the Illinois
Rul es of Professional Conduct ("IRPC') by: (a) failing to act
with reasonable diligence and pronptness in representing a
client in violation of Rule 1.3 of the IRPC, (b) failing to keep
a client reasonably infornmed about the status of a matter in
violation of Rule 1.4(a) of the IRPC, (c) failing to make
reasonable efforts to expedite litigation consistent with the
interests of the client in violation of Rule 3.2 of the |RPC
(d) failing to respond to a lawful denmand for information from a
disciplinary authority in violation of Rule 8.1(a)(2) of the
| RPC;, (e) conduct that is prejudicial to the adm nistration of
justice in violation of Rule 4(a)(4) of the IRPC (two counts);
and (f) conduct which tends to defeat the admnistration of

justice or to bring the courts or the legal profession into



No. 2009AP916- D

di srepute in violation of Supreme Court Rule 770 of the I|IRPC
(two counts).

19 Ref eree Decker noted that Attorney Coplien failed to
notify OLR of her Illinois suspension. OLR first learned of
Attorney Coplien's Illinois discipline ruling in February 2009
through the American Bar Association's Center for Professional
Responsibility. Accordingly, the referee found that Attorney
Coplien failed to notify the OLR of the Illinois discipline
within 20 days of its effective date.® Attorney Coplien also
failed to inform the court of any reason why discipline
identical to that inposed in Illinois should not be inposed in
W sconsi n.

10 The referee concluded Attorney Coplien was in default
and the allegations contained in the OLR s conplaint were deened
adm tt ed. The referee concluded Attorney Coplien had violated
SCR 22.22(1) by failing to notify the OLR within 20 days of the
effective date of her Illinois suspension. The referee
concluded Attorney Coplien is subject to reciprocal discipline
and recommended her |icense to practice law in Wsconsin be
suspended and that she be ordered to pay the costs of this
pr oceedi ng.

111 We approve and adopt the referee's findings and
concl usi ons, which are unchall enged. By virtue of having been

suspended by the Illinois Suprene Court for her violation of the

3 On May 19, 2008, the Illinois Suprene Court ordered a six-
nmont h  suspensi on. The OLR learned of Attorney Coplien's
II'linois suspension nore than eight nonths |ater.
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I[Ilinois Rules of Professional Conduct, Attorney Coplien is
subject to reciprocal discipline in Wsconsin pursuant to
SCR 22. 22.

112 We suspend Attorney Coplien's license to practice |aw
in Wsconsin for a period of six nonths, and we direct Attorney
Coplien to bear the <costs of this proceeding, which were
$1, 407.68 as of May 5, 2010.

13 IT IS ORDERED that the license of Sandra K. Coplien to
practice law in Wsconsin is suspended for a period of six
nont hs, effective the date of this order.

124 1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that within 90 days of the date
of this order, Sandra K Coplien pay to the Ofice of Lawer
Regul ation the costs of the proceeding.

115 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Sandra K. Coplien shall
conply with SCR 22.26 regarding the duties of a person whose

license to practice law in Wsconsin has been suspended.
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